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writer as Mitford lias discarded this inno-
vation, and uniformly written center, seep-
ter, theater, sepulcher. In the present in-
stance want of uniformity is not the only
evil. The present orthography has intro-
duced an awkward mode of writing the de-
rivatives, for example, centred, sceptred,
sepulchred; whereas Milfcon and Pope wrote
these words as regular derivatives of center,
scepter, sepulcher, thus, ' Sceptered king.'
So Coxe in his travels, ' The principal
wealth of the church is centered in the
monasteries.' This is correct."

The two Websters agree in the main, but
some of the variations in the first disappear
in the latest. Thus Noah Webster gave
the alternative forms massacer, massacre,
preferring the former, and after, acre, a curi-
ous inconsistency; the editors of the latest
edition have dropped these proposed im-
provements, and have given secondary al-
ternative forms in theatre-, metre, centre,
sepulchre, nitre, and perhaps some others.
Both accept chancre, lucre, and ogre. It
may be said in general that the game on
these words is a drawn one, with a stubborn
retention of the re form on the part of the